I n a recent contribution to this Forum, Field & Hardy (2000) concluded that our explanation (Hernández & Benson 1998 ) of increased success in territorial defence by smaller male Heliconius sara was 'logically inconsistent'. The purpose of this reply is to indicate that this inconsistency was caused by our incorrect use of the term 'paradoxical strategy' as a synonym of 'contradictory interactions', which it is not. The data interpretation intended by us is based entirely on the latter concept. We thank Field & Hardy (2000) for bringing attention to the mistake and Animal Behaviour for the opportunity to clarify our meaning.
